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I recently was’handedl~o..pieees Of correspondehce.regiifding agd~git~ta.i
1. Page 51., Work ih Progress, stat~Draft,~Draft P refer redPii3~N     ;~i~ffti~        e,

November 3, 1998: }°Agricultural,Water USe Efficigncy A/mrances - Inthe’Mar..¢h:1998 draft
EIS/EIR, c~FEDi.proi~osed!that a stak~hoider-gi0Ui~;:AgriculiuraliWat;~Mana~~m~it Council,
serve as a forum.fo~" demonstration~of effici~it ~ater use~in~the:.agricultural-sect0r.¯ There has
been dissati;faction with this pi-O0dS~’~l:i ~.~’ ~rnpl~a~i~iaaaei  : i    espons ,"C  D:iWin:e 0nvene an
informal focus group 0f:stakshoi~ict;i~iild!i~g~:~epr~g~h~i~i~S: t~at 9aa: 6ffe~-~\~- for
further refinement oftiie agriculiairali~ater;uge:effi~i~:n~y:~fogram, in act~gdnguid~ce
received, CALFED i;¢i!l,. proeegdiNtil I~N~ ~efinemeot: in i~i~ "open pob~ !i~

"The Ultimat,e g0al forCALFED iS"m de~el0p agrieultura! wate~:us~ ~i~8~iene~¢ assurances
that are acceptable.to majo~ stakeholder, groups and C~FEDagencies.-,TNs ~rnightinclude an
approach that has i~ Ngi~)iii~lilipod pf~id~nti .f3;in,~0pportuniti~s f0i;efficienc~riimi~}dvements and
implementing those that~a~e eost:effsctive for~them or are not reasonable urider~particular local
conditions."      -:.:- , :--- - - ............. -~ --~ ~"~    "

As underlined in .the abo~e:’;;inee i~ ~i;i~nly;ti~ environmental groups that are dissatisfied,
why is this not qualified?- SorneoneiunfamiliarwitE the background bnthis issue would assume
that dissatisfaction has been eXp¢~sled~?6~;e~i,~;.i~r0ad:Speetr~i ;Asi ;tated to Tom Goring today,
the only comments received on the draftEIR/EIS critical of the AB3616 process and the Council
come from the environmentalists. Therefore, it can be assumed that the drivers for the Ag Water
Use Efficiency Focus Group are the environmentalists. The whole process appears to discredit
the work and negotiations on the Memorandum of Understanding developed by agricultural and
the environmentalists as well as the Agricultural Water Management Council.

2. Agricultural Water Use Efficiency Focus Group, With reference to your Memo of
November 20, 1998, and again my discussion with Tom Goring today, I understand that the
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representatives on the Focus Group only include environmentalists and representatives of CVP
Contractors. Setting your directives to the Group aside, I fail to understand why there are no
non-CVP Contractors included on the Group, such as Kern County, the Kings River service area,
or the Turloek, Modesto, and Merced areas. I’m sure the CVP representatives can we!l represent
the overall agricultural prospective. However, the CVP Contractors are under federal mandate
for developing water management plans. Included in those plans are both tiered pricing and
specific water measurement programs. These are not mandated in the Ag Water Management
Council’s MOU, but are addressed in the cost,benefit analysis as an exhibit to the MOU. It
appears that your staffis seeking support for the environmentalists’ position of making the
AB3616 process mandatory since that group is now denying any association or concurrence in the
negotiations leading up to the MOU. It seems that in order to have a balanced process,
representatives of non-Bureau water suppliers should be included on the Focus Group.

I look forward to your reply.

Yours truly,

Manager

Copy to:
’ AB3616 Ag Water Management Council
Tom Gohring
Greg Young
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